Medi care Surveill ance
Summari zed Denom nator File
January 11, 2006

FI LENAME: sumdenom t xt. gz
RECORD FORMAT: Fi xed Bl ock
RECORD LENGTH: 1057

RECORDS: 738,279

As part of the SEER-Medicare data |inkage project, NCI has created a file of
demogr aphic, enrollment and entitlement information for Medicare beneficiaries who do not
have cancer. These “non-cancer cases” are identified froma random 5% sanple of Medicare
beneficiaries who reside in one of the SEER areas*, excluding persons who have been
reported to any of the registries as having cancer. Persons in the 5% sanple who are
excluded because they have cancer can be found in the PEDSF file.

Enrol I ment and entitlement data for the non-cancer cases is provided in the Summarized
Denom nat or (SUMDENOM) file. This file contains information by cal endar year for the
mont hs that the person was Medicare eligible, from 1986-2001. Variables include his/her
uni que Medicare health insurance claimnumber (the HICis transposed to protect
confidentiality), date of birth, date of death (if any), sex, race, state of residence
enroll ment in Part A and/or Part B, and enrollment in an HMO (if any) by month. This file
can be used to identify persons to be included or excluded froman analysis, i.e. by sex,
HMO enrol Il ment, etc. The SUMDENOM file can be linked with the Medicare clains for the
non-cancer cases by the HIC number (transposed) which appears on all files for the non-
cancer cases.

* The Arizona Indians registry is not included in this sanmple as it was not possible to
separate the Arizona Indians fromthe Arizona popul ation.



Col

01

12

20

21

29

30

31

32

33

34

37*

(st 1986-st 2004)

Medi care Surveill ance

Summari zed Denom nat or
January 11, 2006

Field Length For mat
HI C 11 Char act er
(hichbic)
Date of Birth 8 MVDDYYYY
(birthm birthd, birthy)
Val id Date of Death 1 Char act er
(vdeat h)
Dat e of Death 8 MVDDYYYY
(med_dodm nmed_dodd, med_dody)
Sex 1 Char act er
(sex)
Race 1 Char act er
(race)
Origi nal Reason for 1 Char acter
Entitl ement ( OREC)
(rsncdl)
Current Reason for 1 Char act er
Entitl ement (CREC)
(cur_ent)
End St age Renal Disease 1 Char acter
I ndi cat or ( ESRD)
(chr_esrd)
Medi care St atus Code 2 Char act er
(med_st cd)
State 2 Char act er

File

Val ues

‘N = ‘No’

‘Y = ¢ Yes’

"1' = ‘Mal e’

'2'" = ‘Femal e’
‘0" = ‘“Unknown’
"1' = ‘“VMhite’

'2' = ‘Bl ack’
'3'" = ‘Other’
"4' = * Asi an’

*5' = ‘Hispanic’
‘6' = ‘N. Am Native’
'0' = ‘OSAl’

1" = ‘DIB

'2' = 'ESRD

'3'" = ‘DI B/ ESRD

Same as OREC

FI PS
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‘ No ESRD’

‘Bene. has ESRD
‘ Aged’
‘ Aged wi th ESRD
‘ Di sabl ed’

‘Di sabl ed with ESRD
‘*ESRD Only’

St andard

‘01' =" Al abama’
‘02' =" Al aska’
04' =" Ari zona’
05' =’ Arkansas’
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—
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—

California’
Col or ado’
Connecticut’
Del awar e’
Washi ngton, D.C.’
Fl ori da’
Georgi a’
Hawai i’

| daho’
I'l'linois’

I ndi ana’

| owa’
Kansas’

Kent ucky’
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Col Field Lengt h For mat Val ues
‘22" =" Loui si ana’
‘23" =" Mai ne’
‘24' =" Maryl and’
‘25' =" Massachusetts’
‘26' =" M chi gan’
27" =" M nnesot a
$28' =" M ssi ssi ppi
‘29' =" M ssouri’
*30' =" Mont ana’
‘31" =’ Nebr aska’
‘' 32' =’ Nevada’
‘33" =" New Hanpshire’
‘34" =" New Jersey’
‘35" =" New Mexi co’
‘' 36"' =" New York’
‘37" ="North Carolina
*38' =" North Dakot a’
‘39' =" Ohi o’
‘40' =" Okl ahoma’
‘41' =" Oregon’
‘42' =" Pennsyl vani a’
‘43' =" Puerto Rico’
‘44' =’ Rhode | sl and’
‘45' =’ Sout h Carolina’
‘46' =’ Sout h Dakot a’
‘47' =" Tennessee’
‘48' =" Texas’
49' =' Ut ah’
*50' =" Vernont’
‘*51'="Virginia’

‘53" = Washi ngt on’
‘54" =" West Virginia’
55' =" W sconsin’
56' =" Wom ng’

39~ County 3 Char acter FI PS St andard
(cntyl1986-cnty2004)

42* Zip code 9 Char acter
(zi pl986-2zi p2004)

51* Ur ban/ Rur al Code 2 Char act er ‘01'-°09','99' see attachnent.
(urbanl1986-urban2004)

53* Ur ban/ Rural Recode 1 Char acter ‘1" - ‘Big Metro
(urbrecl1986-urbrec2004) t2' - “Metro’
3" - ‘Urban’
‘4" - ‘'Less Urban’
*5' - ‘Rural’
54* Regi stry Code 2 Char acter Used the state and county to
(registryl986-regi stry2004) identify the registry the

patient resided in for each
year of entitlement.

‘01" = San Francisco
‘02" = Connecticut
‘20" = Detroit

‘21" = Hawai i

t22' = lowa

‘23" = New Mexico
‘25" = Seattle

26" = Utah
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Length For mat

once for

patient was not entitled during that year then that
Field Length For mat
Entitl ement/Buy-in 12 Char acter

I ndi cat ors by month

of reference year.

position: 1 = January

12 = December

(ent 1-ent228)

Heal th Mai nt enance 12 Char acter
Organi zati on (HMO by

mont h of reference year.

position: 1 = January

12 = December

(hmol- hmp228)

Total Months Part A Cov. 2 Numeri c
(ptal986- pta2004)

Total Months Part B Cov. 2 Numeri c
(ptb1986- pt b2004)

Total Mont hs HMO Cover age 2 Numeri c
(hmonl1986- hnon2004)

Total Months State Buy-in 2 Numeri c
(stbuy1986-st buy2004)

filler 1 Char acter

once for

File

Val ues

‘27" = Atlanta

‘31" = San Jose

‘35" = Los Angeles

‘37" = Rural Georgia

‘41" = Greater California
‘42" = Kentucky

‘43" = Loui si ana

information will be bl ank

Val ues

‘0" - ‘Not Entitled

1" - ‘Part A only’

'2' - ‘Part B only’

3" - ‘Part A and Part B’

"0' - ‘Not Member of HMO

"1 -‘Non Lock-in, CMS to
process Provider claims’

'2" - ‘Non Lock-in, GHO to
process in-plan Part A &
in-area Part B clainms’

"A'" - ‘Lock-in, CMS to process
provi der cl ains’

'B'" - ‘Lock-in, GHO to process
in-plan Part A and in-
area Part B clainms’

"C" - ‘Lock-in, GHO to process
all provider clains’

00-12

00-12

00-12

00-12

44’

each year i

each year

New Jersey

n 1986 thru 2004. If the

in 1986 thru 2004.
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Not e:

Rural / Urban Conti nuumas Defined in the 2004 ARF file
(urban/rural code)

The 2003 Rural / Urban Conti nuumCodes are from Econom ¢ Research Service (ERS), Departnment
of Agriculture. The codes forma classification scheme that distinguishes netropolitan (netro)
counties by the popul ation size of their metro area and nonmetropolitan (nonnetro) counties by
degree of urbani zation and adjacency to a netro area or nonnmetro areas. All U S. counties and
county equival ents are grouped according to the official metro status announced by the Office
of Managenent and Budget (OMB) in June 2003, when the popul ati on and worker commuting criteria
used to identify metro counties were applied to results of the 2000 Census.

Metro counties are distinguished by popul ation size of the Metropolitan Statistical Area
of which they are part. Nonnetro counties are classified according to the aggregate size of
their urban population. Wthin the three urban size categories, nonnetro counties are further
identified by whether or not they have sonme functional adjacency to a nmetro area or areas. A
nonmetro county is defined as adjacent if it physically adjoins one or nore netro areas, and has
at least 2 percent of its enployed |abor force commuting to central netro counties. Nonnetro
counties that do not neet these criteria are classed as nonadj acent.

In concept, the 2003 version of the Rural -Urban Continuum Codes is conmparable with that
of earlier decades. However, OVB made major changes in its nmetro area delineation procedures
for the 2000 Census, and the Census Bureau changed the way in which rural and urban are measured
Therefore, the new Rural -Urban Continuum Codes are not fully conparable with those of earlier
years. OWB's changes added sone additional metro areas by no | onger requiring that a metro area
nust have at |east 100,000 population if its urbanized area has no place of at |east 50,000
people. More inportantly, sinplifying the worker conmuting criteria that determi ne outlying netro
counties had the effect of both adding numerous new outlying counties to metro status while
del eting a smaller nunber that were previously metro

The Census Bureau made a radical shift in determ ning rural-urban boundaries by changi ng
and liberalizing the procedures for delineating urbanized areas of 50,000 or nore people, and
abandoni ng place boundaries in measuring urban or rural popul ation. The procedures used in
defining Urbani zed Areas were extended down to clusters of 2,500 or nore people, based solely
on popul ation density per square mle.

In earlier versions of the Rural-Urban Continuum Codes, netro areas with 1 mllion
popul ati on or nore were subdivided between central counties (Code 0) and fringe counties (Code
1). The Code 1 group has beconme nuch | ess neaningful in the | ast two censuses as nore and nore
counties of large nmetro areas have been rated as central counties by OMB procedures. |In 2000,
only 1.6 percent of the popul ation of large netro areas was in fringe counties. Therefore, this
di stinction has been dropped. Codes 0 and 1 have been conbined, and the new code 1 represents
all counties in metro areas of 1 million or nore popul ation

The 2003 Rural/Urban Continuum Codes are defined as foll ows:

CCDE METROPOLI TAN COUNTI ES (1-3)

01 Counties of netro areas of 1 mlIlion population or nore

02 Counties in nmetro areas of 250,000 - 1,000,000 popul ation
03 Counties in netro areas of fewer than 250,000 popul ation

NONMVETROPOLI TAN COUNTI ES (4-9)

04 Ur ban popul ati on of 20,000 or nore, adjacent to a netro area

05 Ur ban popul ati on of 20,000 or nore, not adjacent to a netro area

06 Ur ban popul ati on of 2,500-19,999, adjacent to a nmetro area

07 Ur ban popul ati on of 2,500-19,999, not adjacent to a netro area

08 Conpl etely rural or less than 2,500 urban popul ati on, adjacent to a netro area
09 Conpl etely rural or less than 2,500 urban popul ation, not adjacent to a netro area

99 M ssi ng Val ue



